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The question of domicile, for instance, may have been left in a
most unsatisfactory position, and so also that of the right of appeal
to the Supreme Court.
The marriage amendment moved by Mr. Alexander, and
accepted by the Minister will, I fear, frustrate the very purpose
with which Mr. Alexander moved it in such a public-spirited man-
ner. It requires the fulfilment of an impossible condition, namely,
registration of marriage at the place of its celebration, in addi-
tion to proof of due performance of religious rites. There is,
however, no system of State registration of marriage in India. As
a matter of fact, a recent arrival from India endeavoured to
obtain a certificate of marriage,from a magistrate at Bombay, who
refused to issue it, on the ground that he was not authorized by
law to do so. Nor is this requirement necessary for any purpose
whatsoever. The religious celebration is accompanied by so much
solemnity, ceremonial and publicity, that it is the best possible
safeguard against collusive connexions. Finally, the strictness with
which the marriage question has been dealt with by the Govern-
ment is quite unwarranted by past experience. During my 20 years'
experience in South Africa, I have never known of the entry
under the Immigration Law of a single Indian woman belonging
to the undesirable class.
The second condition of the settlement appears also to have
been broken by the Government in that a declaration is to be
required of such Indian immigrants as may possibly be admitted
into the Free State, it not being required of European immigrants.
The declaration in question will be highly offensive and wantonly
irritating, because, in the case of an educated Indian, who alone
could enter that Province, it would be wholly unnecessary. It is
merely a statement that the declarant shall not hold landed pro-
perty, trade, or farm there, disabilities to which he is subject whe-
ther he makes the declaration or not. It will be remembered that
it was the Free State difficulty that came in the way of a perma-
nent settlement on the two previous occasions.1 Mr. Fischer can-
not now settle the controversy by ignoring it as if it were not
oC the most vital importance. One can only hope that the Senate
will perform its duty as a vigilance chamber and the guardian
of unrepresented interests, by insisting upon amendment of the
measure, so as to fulfil both the letter and the spirit of the provi-
sional settlement.
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